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REMARKS 

The present application was filed on May 20. 2004 with original daims 1-28, No 
new matter has been added. The claims remaining in consideration aie claims 1-17. By 
this amendment cla ms 1S-2S are cancelled without bias to rednce the nmnbdi of issues 
before &e Examiner. Claims 1,8, and IS are independent claims. Reconsideration is 
respectfully requested. 

Claims 1-4, 6-1 1 , and 14-17 were rejected under 35 USC § 102(b) as being 
anticipated by US patent 6,367^597 issued April 9, 2002 to Alexander Jan Carel De Vries 
ct al CDe Vries'*). This rejection is respectfully ixaversed. 

Ihdependeni claim 1 sets forth a me&od for calibrating a brake mechanism. The 
brake mechanism hidudes an actuator having a motor and being controlled through 
rotations of the motor. The method includes tte steps of initializing the brake 
mechanism, applyitig a predetermined power level to the actuator, establishing motor stall 
and responsively (h:tennining a reference motor position, and establishing a home motor 
position as a function of the second position and a predetermined constant It should also 
be noted that the metiiod operates to detennine the home motor position while the 
predetermmed powsr level is being applied to the brakes. 

Indqpendent claim 8 sets forth a brake mechanism which brake« an actuator, and a 
controller. Hiebrake is operable to restrict movement of a vehicle. The actuator includes 
a motor and is coupled to the brake. The acmator is operable to selectively apply and 
release the biake. "rhe brake mechanism operates in a manner similar to the method set 
forth in claim 1 . Thus^ the controller is coupled to the actuator and is operable to 
initialize the brake mechanism and to apply a predetermined power level to the actuator. 
The controller furtlier is operable to establish motor stall and responsively detennine a 
reference motor position, and to establish a home motor position as a function of the 
second position and a predetermined constant 

independent claim 15 sets foit a program product for calibrating a brake 
mechanism. The program product operates in a manner similar to the method of 
independent claim L 

De Vries discloses an electric actuator with a control sensor for xise widi a disc 
brake. The electric actuatorincludes a screw mechanism and an electric motor. A 



7 H&H Docket No. 60.408-445 

PAIX7/9*IKVDAT9IM3:45:43PMIEaste^ 



Ssp-OlrOS 03:53pin Fron-Howard & Howard 



2486451568 



T-804 P. 008/009 P-622 



Applicant: Gary C Folks 
Serial No.: 10/849^69 
Croup Art Unit; 3683 

control unit uses signals from a posicion sensor to control the disc brake thtough linear 
tnovement of the actaator via the motor. 

The Examinsr states that De Vries ct a1 tBadbes "a method for calibrating a brake 
mechanism having im actuator, the actuator having a motor and being controlled diiough 
rotations of the motar. comiirisitig: initializmg the brake mechanism; applying a 
predetennined powi:r level to the actuator* establishing motor stall and responsively 
detetmuung a reference motor position; and, establishing a home motor position as a 
function of the second position and a predeteraiined constant** (Page 2, section 2, of the 
present ofBce action). 

Ho wever^ a]9plicant$ respectfully assert that De Vries makes no such teaching. 
The Examiner cites column 2, lines 4-47 of De Vries which descnbes a '^wear 
compensation option" in which a "'pulse counter" is set to zero. The pulse counter is used 
to establish a distance of 0.2 mm between ihe brake pads and the brake disc. However, 
De Vries establishes tiiis distance while the brakes are being released, and not while the 
brakes are being applied, as in Ihe present invention. 

Since De V-nes does not include each and every limitation of independent claims 1 
8 and 15, the §l02(b) rejection of clahns J , 8 and 15 is improper and must be witiidrawn. 

Claims 2-4, 6-7; 9-10 and 14; and 16-17 are dependent upon allowable claims U 
8, and 15, respectively. Therefore, for the reasons set fbith above, and based on their own 
merits, applicants respectfully that claims 2-4, 6*7, 9-10, 14, and 16-17 are also 
allowable. 

Claims 5, 1 2> and 13 were rejected under 35 USC § 103(a) as bemg unpatentable 
over De Vries in view of US Patent 6,003,640 issued December 21, 1999 to Mihai Ralea 
C^Ralea"*) This regcxtion is respectfully traversed. Claim 5 is dependent upon allowable 
claim ) and claims 12 and 13 are d^endent upon allowable claim 8. Ralea does not 
overcome the deficiencies of De Vries, Thus, based on the reasons set forth above and 
based on their own merits, applicants respectfully assert that claims 5, 12« and 13 are also 
allowable. 

All of the Ejcaminer's rejections having been successfully traversed and/or made 
moot, applicants respectfully assert that die present application is now in condition for 
allowance. An early Notice of Allowance is solicited. 
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Applicant b^iKeves liiat no fees arc due, however, if any become lequiied, die 
Connnissioiier is heceby authorized to chaise any additional fees, or credit aiQr 
oveipayments to De posit Account 08-2789 in flie name of Howard & Howard Attorneys, 
P.C. 



Respectfully submitted 

HOWARD & HOWARD ATTORNEYS, P.C 



September 1 -2005 
Date 
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